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my time. It has been a pleasure work-
ing with my good friend, Mr. ACKER-
MAN. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentlewoman from Florida (Ms. 
ROS-LEHTINEN) that the House suspend 
the rules and agree to the concurrent 
resolution, H. Con. Res. 435, as amend-
ed. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds having voted in favor thereof) 
the rules were suspended and the con-
current resolution, as amended, was 
agreed to. 

The title of the concurrent resolution 
was amended so as to read: ‘‘Concur-
rent resolution congratulating Israel’s 
Magen David Adom Society for achiev-
ing full membership in the Inter-
national Red Cross and Red Crescent 
Federation, and for other purposes.’’. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

FURTHER MESSAGE FROM THE 
SENATE 

A further message from the Senate 
by Ms. Curtis, one of its clerks, an-
nounced that the Senate has passed a 
bill of the following title in which the 
concurrence of the House is requested: 

S. 2754. An act to derive human pluripotent 
stem cell lines using techniques that do not 
knowingly harm embryos. 

f 

FETUS FARMING PROHIBITION 
ACT OF 2006 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I move to suspend the rules and pass 
the Senate bill (S. 3504) to amend the 
Public Health Service Act to prohibit 
the solicitation or acceptance of tissue 
from fetuses gestated for research pur-
poses, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
S. 3504 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Fetus Farm-
ing Prohibition Act of 2006’’. 
SEC. 2. PROHIBITION OF THE SOLICITATION OR 

ACCEPTANCE OF TISSUE FROM 
FETUSES GESTATED FOR RESEARCH 
PURPOSES. 

Section 498B of the Public Health Service 
Act (42 U.S.C. 289g–2) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsections (c) and (d) 
as subsections (d) and (e), respectively; 

(2) by inserting after subsection (b) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(c) SOLICITATION OR ACCEPTANCE OF TIS-
SUE FROM FETUSES GESTATED FOR RESEARCH 
PURPOSES.—It shall be unlawful for any per-
son or entity involved or engaged in inter-
state commerce to— 

‘‘(1) solicit or knowingly acquire, receive, 
or accept a donation of human fetal tissue 
knowing that a human pregnancy was delib-
erately initiated to provide such tissue; or 

‘‘(2) knowingly acquire, receive, or accept 
tissue or cells obtained from a human em-
bryo or fetus that was gestated in the uterus 
of a nonhuman animal.’’; 

(3) in paragraph (1) of subsection (d), as so 
redesignated, by striking ‘‘(a) or (b)’’ and in-
serting ‘‘(a), (b), or (c)’’; and 

(4) in paragraph (1) of subsection (e), as so 
redesignated, by striking ‘‘section 498A(f)’’ 
and inserting ‘‘section 498A(g)’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. BARTON) and the gentle-
woman from Colorado (Ms. DEGETTE) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 

I ask that all Members may have 5 leg-
islative days within which to revise 
and extend their remarks on this legis-
lation and to insert extraneous mate-
rial in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 

I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, I am happy to rise in 
support of this bill along with my good 
friend, Congresswoman DEGETTE of 
Colorado. 

I rise today in the strongest possible 
support of S. 3504, the Fetus Farming 
Prohibition Act. Every so often, we 
deal with a subject on this floor that is 
so ugly that the language almost is un-
able to qualify and quantify that ugli-
ness. Today is one of those moments. 
When you know what fetus farming is, 
words like obnoxious and repugnant 
seem timid. 

As we know, fetus farming is the 
gruesome idea of creating a human 
fetus purely for research to harvest its 
organs. This bill would ban that prac-
tice, and we cannot ban it, in my opin-
ion, soon enough. Most scientists today 
share the belief that human life should 
not be created just for the purposes of 
experimentation, or for harvesting the 
organs of one person to be given to an-
other. The vast majority of scientists 
in our Nation uphold the ethical and 
moral principles on which our country 
forever rests, the inalienable right to 
life and the inherent value of human 
life in whatever form it may take. 
These scientists are working tirelessly 
with the knowledge that their efforts 
are to benefit life, benefit humanity, 
not to benefit one person for profit at 
the detriment of another person. 

Unfortunately, Mr. Speaker, we have 
seen clear examples in other countries 
that some scientists see things some-
what differently. 

It is towards these scientists that the 
pending legislation is directed. Rather 
than waiting for a horror story to ap-
pear on the front pages or allowing for 
the possibility of scientific advance-
ment taking us down a slippery slope, 
this bill gives a clear signal that fetus 
farming in all of its forms will not be 
tolerated in the United States, nor will 
we allow human fetuses or embryos to 
be bought and sold for research like 
cattle. 

This legislation will ensure that no-
body gains financially when unborn 
children are exploited for fetal tissue 

research. This legislation sends the 
right message on the importance of 
human dignity and life at the right 
time. 

Before the Pandora’s box of fetus 
farming is opened and it is too late for 
us to do something about it, I will urge 
all of my colleagues on both sides of 
the aisle to support this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. DEGETTE. I just must say, Mr. 
Speaker, this has got to be a new 
record of transmission of a bill from 
the Senate to the House. I was literally 
on the Senate floor a few minutes ago 
when S. 3504 was passed, and I had to 
run to the House to have it considered. 

I think this bill is just fine. I am not 
sure that there is a pressing problem in 
this country right now of fetal farm-
ing, but I will support it. Like my 
chairman, Mr. BARTON, I have complete 
and abhorrent opposition to the idea of 
people doing fetal farming. 

I must say, though, that if people are 
worried about women becoming preg-
nant so they can be paid for making 
fetal tissue available for research, I 
want to point out that the current law 
already prohibits the sale of fetal tis-
sue. Section 498(b) of the Public Health 
Service Act says: ‘‘It shall be unlawful 
for any person to knowingly acquire, 
receive or otherwise transfer any 
human fetal issue for valuable consid-
eration.’’ 

In addition, a yearly amendment 
that we do, called Dickey-Wicker, al-
ready forbids the creation of a human 
embryo or embryos for research pur-
poses. So while this bill is completely 
unnecessary, I guess we will just pass 
it today and move on. 

But here is the real reason this bill 
has been fast-tracked from the Senate, 
why there is a second bill that will be 
fast-tracked from the Senate, and that 
is because of H.R. 810, the Embryonic 
Stem Cell Enhancement Act, which has 
been cosponsored by my friend MIKE 
CASTLE from Delaware and myself. 

This important piece of legislation 
expands embryonic stem cell research 
so that the 110 million Americans and 
their families who suffer from diseases 
like Alzheimer’s, Parkinson’s, diabetes, 
nerve cell damage and on and on, so 
that the bill would allow embryonic re-
search to be expanded so that those pa-
tients can have hope for cures. 

Unlike many other kinds of stem 
cells, adult stem cells and cord blood, 
embryonic stem cells have shown great 
promise in being a potential cure for 
these diseases. That is why a majority 
of this body passed that legislation on 
May 24 of 2005. 

b 1645 

This is why the Senate is poised to 
pass that legislation with over 60 votes 
today. 

H.R. 810 will go directly to the Presi-
dent’s desk. Sadly, the President has 
announced his intention to make H.R. 
810 the very first veto of his 6-year ad-
ministration. He has signed over 1,600 
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